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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript contributes significantly to both the philosophy of economics and ethics in education. It opens a dialogue between economics and normative disciplines, offering a well-reasoned justification for integrating ethics into practical and professional training. It will be valuable for curriculum designers, ethics instructors, and scholars working on educational reform or interdisciplinary pedagogy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes. The title accurately reflects the focus and content of the paper.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract is clear and informative. However, it may be improved slightly by explicitly stating that the paper includes a tested course syllabus and examples from public policy and business education.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. The manuscript is conceptually rigorous and grounded in both economic theory and normative ethics. It correctly interprets Musgrave’s theory and applies it convincingly to educational discourse. The logical structure is coherent, and the claims are well-supported.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are mostly classic and appropriate for the philosophical and historical framework of the topic. However, the addition of one or two recent interdisciplinary publications on ethics in economics or education (post-2015) would strengthen the paper’s contemporary relevance.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Yes. The manuscript is written in clear, formal academic English appropriate for a scholarly book chapter. The tone is consistent, and the terminology is well explained.




	

	Optional/General comments

	This is a thoughtful and well-reasoned chapter with both theoretical depth and pedagogical relevance. The inclusion of an actual syllabus strengthens its practical contribution. Minor suggestions relate to abstract clarity and the inclusion of a few more recent sources.

The manuscript is well written, conceptually robust, and practically valuable. A few small updates (recent references, abstract elaboration) would bring it to full strength.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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